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METHODOLOGY

The Trust for Public Land and the 
Information Alliance are pleased to have 
conducted a survey of 300 registered “likely” 
voters throughout Cache County, Utah.  The 
margin of error for a sample of this type is +
5.66%. 

Interviews were collected May 8-16, 2003.



A representative sample of Cache County voters 
was used to obtain statistically valid results

Gender

Female
55%

Male
45%

Party Registration

56%

13%

31%

Republican

Democrat 

Unaffiliated



A representative sample of Cache County voters 
was used to obtain statistically valid results

House District

4%

32%

28%

36%

HD 2

HD 3

HD 4

HD 5



Concerns about growth and development 
dominate voters’ concern about their local area

What would you say is the single MOST important problem facing your 
local area, that is, the one you, yourself, are most concerned about?

46%

16%

11%
9%

7%
3% 3%

Over-
Development /

Traffic

Pocketbook /
Economy

Environment Other Education Crime / Fire /
Emergency

Taxes

Too much growth, over-development, crowding 21%
Local infrastructure / roads 2%
Traffic Congestion 16%
Other 7%



Cache County’s rate of growth is a concern to a 
majority of citizens 

Generally speaking, do you feel Cache County is growing and developing too fast, too slowly or 
at about the right pace? 

Much Too Fast
27%

Somew hat Too Fast
30%

About the Right Pace
42%

Somew hat Too Slow ly
0%

Much Too Slow ly
1%

Too Fast      57%
Too Slow       1%
About Right 42%



There is majority support for issuing $20 million bonds

Shall Cache County, Utah in order to protect and preserve agricultural lands, wildlife 
habitat, lands that preserve water quality, scenic landscapes and vistas, and open space be 

authorized to issue general obligation bonds to purchase conservation easements in an 
amount not to exceed 20 million dollars payable and due in no more than 20 years from 
the date or dates of said bonds with all expenditures based on the recommendations of a 

citizen=s advisory committee and subject to an annual independent audit?

Definitely Yes
17%

Probably Yes
49%

Probably No
15%

Definitely No
11%

Don't Know / 
Undecided

8%

Total Yes  66%
Total No    26%



Support for issuing $20 million bonds is strong across 
party affiliation

63%

85%

63% 66%

28%

13%

31%
26%

9%
2% 5% 8%

Republican Democrat Independent All voters

YES NO UNDECIDED



Would you support or oppose this measure if you knew that the 20 million dollar 
bond would increase the yearly property tax on a home valued at $100,000 by 33 

dollars per year, or would it not make much difference in your support?

There is some tax sensitivity when expressing the tax 
increase in terms of yearly property tax cost...

63%

5%
8%

57%

17%

83%

31%

39%

21%

10%

61%

4%

Yes Voters No Voters Undecided Voters All Voters

Support Oppose No Difference



Lowering the bond amount to $10 million increases 
support moderately

Would you vote yes or no if the proposal on the ballot was for a 10 
million dollar bond instead of a 20 million dollar bond…..

66%
73%

26%

14%
8%

13%

$20 Million Bond $10 Million Bond

Yes No Don't Know / Undecided



Majority support also exists for raising the property tax 
through the Truth in Taxation Process

The Cache County Council could increase, through the Truth in Taxation process, the county 
portion of the property tax by 28 cents per 1000 dollars of taxable property value in order to 
protect and preserve agricultural lands, wildlife habitat, lands that preserve water quality, 

scenic landscapes and vistas, and open space by purchasing conservation easements and would 
increase the yearly property tax on a home valued at 100,000 dollars by 28 dollars per year.

Would you support or oppose the Cache County Council taking this action? 

Definitely Yes
16%

Probably Yes
44%

Probably No
17%

Definitely No
17%

Don't Know / 
Undecided

6%

Total Yes  60%
Total No    34%



Support falls slightly when mechanism is sales tax. 

Definitely Yes
19%

Probably Yes
36%

Probably No
17%

Definitely No
23%

Don't Know  / Undecided
5%

If the election were being held today, would you vote “yes” or “no” for a proposal to raise the 
county sales tax by one eighth of one percent or twelve point five cents on a one hundred dollar 

purchase, in order to protect and preserve agricultural lands, wildlife habitat, lands that 
preserve water quality, scenic landscapes and vistas, and open space by purchasing 

conservation easements? 

Total Yes  55%
Total No    40%



Citizens strongly support protecting agricultural land 
in Cache County AND using easements as the 

protection mechanism

How important do you feel that it is for 
Cache County to have a program to 

protect agricultural land from 
development? 

As you may know, a purchase of development 
rights or conservation easement program uses 

public tax dollars to pay landowners who 
voluntarily agree to keep their farmland in 

permanent agricultural use rather than selling it 
for development.  Generally speaking, would you 

approve or disapprove of an agricultural 
easement program in your community? 

Somew hat Important
37%

Not Too Important
6%

Not At All Important
6% Very Important

51%

Strongly Approve
35%

Somew hat Approve
46%

Somew hat Disapprove
11%

Strongly Disapprove
8%



Water and administrative safeguards top list of 
possible program components

Now, let me read you some specific aspects, other than agricultural easements, of this proposed 
initiative which are being considered, and for each aspect of the proposal, please tell me if that 

would make you more likely or less likely to vote Yes in favor of this proposal 

34%
35%

38%
38%
38%
39%
39%

41%
44%

47%
57%

67%
73%
73%

Fund the protection of wetlands
Increased access to open space, trails, and public lands

Fund the protection of wildlife habitat 

Fund the preservation of scenic landscapes and vistas
Fund open space preservation 

Conserve agricultural lands 
Create a citizens advisory board…

Conduct and publish an annual independent audit…
Preserve the rural character of Cache County

Preserve working farms and ranches 

Place a 5% cap on administrative costs...
Protect water quality of rivers, streams, and aquifers

Protect drinking water quality
Protect water quality

Much More Likely



Water and growth are the most compelling arguments 
in favor of this proposal…

I am going to read you some arguments that people have made in favor of this initiative.  After I 
read each one, please tell me whether the argument is very convincing, somewhat convincing, not 

too convincing or not at all convincing as a reason to vote yes, in favor of this proposal….

29%

33%

35%

37%

41%

46%

48%

61%

64%

Protecting open space and our natural beauty makes our local economy
stronger by attracting tourism.

This initiative w ill allow  us to retain our small tow n character and keep
our sense of community for future generations.

3 dollars a month is a small price to pay to protect our agricultural lands,
w ildlife habitat and w ater quality.

This initiative is one of the best w ays to help keep Cache Valley a special
place to live, by preserving open space w here w e LIVE

This initiative w ill allow  us to protect w orking farms and ranches,
preserve our w estern heritage and preserve the rural character of our

We need to act now , so that children grow ing up here w on't just see
strip malls and spraw ling development from one end of the county to the

Because Cache County loses 600 acres of farm and ranch land per
year, it is clear that w e must act now  to preserve the remaining

Protecting w ater quality of rivers, streams and aquifers w ill ensure w e
have safe and clean w ater to drink and use.

We must protect the land over our aquifers and our groundw ater
recharge areas to make sure w e have safe and clean w ater to drink.

Very Convincing



Only two messages AGAINST the proposal rank higher 
than the lowest ranking positive argument…

Now I am going to read you some arguments that people might make against the initiative.  After 
I read each one, please tell me whether the argument is very convincing, somewhat convincing, 

not too convincing or not at all convincing as a reason to vote no, against the initiative... 

12%

23%

23%

25%

31%

42%

This initiative will make it even less affordable to live in Cache
County.

Our county has plenty of money to protect agricultural land and
provide for open space already.  County government should

learn to tighten its belt and use our tax money more efficiently.

The government should not be in the business of buying up and
holding land. 

There are more important things to spend our tax money on,
such as education and roads.  While conserving land is nice, we

should first focus on these more pressing problems. 

Farmers and ranchers are already having a hard time making
ends meet, raising taxes is just going to make it harder. 

Our needs are due to growth that isn’t paying its way.  We
should make developers pay their fair share instead of always

looking to the taxpayers.

Very Convincing



After this simulation of the give and take of 
public discourse, support drops slightly for 

the $20 million bond proposal
Initial Ballot Post Ballot

Definitely Yes
17%

Probably Yes
49%

Probably No
15%

Definitely No
11%

Don't Know / 
Undecided

8%

Total Yes  66%
Total No    26%

Definitely Yes
19%

Probably Yes
42%

Probably No
21%

Definitely No
14%

Don't Know / 
Undecided

4%

Total Yes  62%
Total No    35%



THE BOTTOM LINE

There is support for a proposal to issue general 
obligation bonds in order to fund land conservation 
through the acquisition of conservation easements 
to benefit the county. Some of these benefits include 
protecting water quality, preserving the counties 
rural character, and preserving working farms and 
ranches.


